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FEIS ID #1

1A.  
Please see revised text in Sections 7.8.6 and 8.3.4.8 of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

1B.  
The location identified in this comment is noted and is available to the applicant as part of the record. All 
available data was reviewed and this location could not be verified. Additional survey/planning will be 
performed before construction.

1C.  
Please see revised text in Section 7.6.3 of the EIS.

1D.  
Please see revised text in Section 8.1.4.6 of the EIS.

1E. 
The Avian Powerline Interaction Committee (APLIC) structure information is referenced in Section 7.7.2.1 
of the EIS. The 2011 APLIC guidance document is not yet available. The Applicant has emphasized in the 
Route Permit Application and in the DEIS comments that structure design will be determined through 
continued coordination with state and federal wildlife agencies, which in turn consult current APLIC 
guidance for current appropriate avian collision avoidance strategies. 
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2J.  
See Section 2.2 of the EIS. Only the Minnesota portion of the project is the subject of review in the this EIS. 
The State of Wisconsin is preparing a separate EIS for the Wisconsin portion of the project, including Alma.

FEIS ID #2

2A.  
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.

2B.  
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.

2C. 
A visual simulation was prepared by the applicant and submitted to the record. The simulation is available 
in Appendix N.

2D.  
Section 7.3.5 states a preference for sharing ROW in order to minimize the impact on natural resources, 
including trees. The text in Section 7.3.5 has been revised to indicate that a number of route alternatives 
cross or parallel areas such as the National Scenic Byway. In these areas, removal of trees may disturb the 
viewshed in the immediate ROW.

2E. 
A ROW restoration plan will be implemented following construction as part of the permit.  This plan may 
include maximizing the retention of as much visual screening around the ROW as possible.

2F.  
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and the Public Utilities Commission (“Commission”) for consideration.

2G.  
Minn. Stat. 216E.02 requires the Public Utilities Commission (“Commission”) to attempt to reach an 
agreement with neighboring states when permitting interstate transmission lines. Although no formal 
agreement or joint hearings are planned for this Project, the two permitting agencies and their staffs are in 
regular communication regarding project status and plans.

2H.  
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.

2I. 
The Wisconsin Mississippi River Parkway Commission (MRPC) will be added to the project distribution 
list as requested.
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FEIS ID #3

3I.  
ASIS data was used in the preparation of this EIS. Results are present Section 8.1.4.5, 8.2.4.5, and 8.3.4.5.

3K.  
Maps 8.1-27, 8.2-25 and 8.3-40 have been updated to show State Forest Statutory boundaries and data 
depicting lands administered by the DNR Division of Forestry mapped to the PLS forty level.

3L.  
Single-pole structures will normally be used on all routes for this Project, unless otherwise needed to meet 
specific mitigation requirements like the Mississippi River crossing at Kellogg (EIS Section 8.4).

3M.  
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.

3N.  
The existing 161 kilovolt (kV) line and the proposed 345 kV line would be on the same structures. Please 
note that, at the crossing of the Mississippi River, the structure configuration is not the typical steel 
monopole proposed for most of the rest of the line; rather, the crossing structures are a connected set of 
shorter poles, to reduce the height of the line near the Mississippi crossing. 

3O.  
As noted in the comment, the EIS contains the applicant’s detailed analysis of the costs and benefits 
of the underground transmission option at the Alma crossing near Kellogg, Minnesota.  This is the 
shortest overall crossing point. Assuming other evaluation criteria are more or less equivalent among 
the crossing options, the shortest crossing is the lowest-cost crossing. Engineering practicality is 
assumed to be roughly equivalent for all underground crossings of the river, with the exception of very 
lenghty crossing, which is not the case here. For that and other reasons listed in EIS Section 6.1.1, the 
Alma/Kellogg crossing is the best option for either an overhead or underground option. 

3P.  
While a detailed feasibility and cost estimate for undergrounding both the existing 161-kV line and the new 
345-kV line at the Mississippi River crossing was not completed for the final EIS, the general comparison of 
the impacts due to underground versus overhead lines Appendix E3 is still applicable. 

Also, the underground 345-kV river crossing option was rejected by the Applicants because the estimated 
cost ($70 million per mile) exceeded the benefits of reduced visual and avian impacts.  The cost of 
undergrounding both the existing 161-kV and new 345-kV line would be even greater, and the avian and 
visual impacts at the Mississippi River crossing can be reduced (although not eliminated) through the 
proposed overhead design.

3A.  
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration.

3B.  
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration. Water resources were reviewed during the development of 
the Preferred and Alternate Routes and route segments and during the development of the EIS. Impacts 
to these resources will considered in the final routing decision and there will be an opportunity during 
final design and permitting for DNR and the applicant to work together to minimize and mitigate natural 
resource impacts to the extent practicable.

3C.  
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration.

3D.  
Please see revised text in Section7.7.2.1 of the EIS.

3E.  
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.

3F.  
EIS Section 8.2 describes where some of the routes either cross or parallel portions of the Douglas trail. 
Detailed maps of these areas are provided in EIS Appendix A. The transmission structures themselves 
would be placed outside the state trail itself, but in places the poles would be visible from the trail in areas 
where there is not dense tree cover. Trees would likely need to be removed along some areas of the trail. 

If a route crossing or running parallel to the trail are selected, the applicant would work with the DNR 
during detailed design and permitting to develop mitigation on the Douglass Trail so the line would take 
the minimum of trees and so that the Project would not result in ”converting the trail to a non-recreational 
use” and would therefore avoid triggering LAWCON-specific approvals from the DNR or the U.S. National 
Park Service.

3G.  
Please see revised text in Section 8.2.4.5 of the EIS.

3H.  
See Section 8.2.4.5 of the EIS.

Appendix O

O-12 CapX Hampton-Rochester-La Crosse 345kV and 161kV Transmission Lines Project: Final Environmental Impact Statement



FEIS ID #3

3Y.  
Section 5.0 of the EIS discusses construction activities and mitigation that can be used to minimize 
construction related impacts. While the EIS addresses issues like these on a broad level (see Minnesota 
Rules 4410.2300), specific issues may be addressed in greater detail during permitting and final design. 
The issues raised by the commenter will be addressed in detail during the preparation of a Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for this Project.

3Z. 
See revised Section 5.3 of the EIS.

3AA.  
Section 5.0 of the EIS discusses construction activities and mitigation that can be used to minimize 
construction related impacts. While the EIS addresses issues like these on a broad level (see Minnesota 
Rules 4410.2300), specific issues may be addressed in greater detail during permitting and final design. For 
example, a condition may be included in applicant’s route permit requiring the applicant to work with the 
DNR to coordinate the location of storage piles and material sources to minimize impacts to wildlife and 
habitat.

3AB.  
Section 5.0 of the EIS discusses construction activities and mitigation that can be used to minimize 
construction related impacts. While the EIS addresses issues like these on a broad level (see Minnesota 
Rules 4410.2300), specific issues may be addressed in greater detail during permitting and final design. For 
example, a condition may be included in applicant’s route permit requiring the applicant to work with the 
DNR to coordinate disposal or wasting of the excavated material from the construction of tower footings 
and to identify appropriate Chronic Wasting Disease (CWD) precautions.

3AC.  
Section 5.0 of the EIS discusses construction activities and mitigation that can be used to minimize 
construction related impacts. While the EIS addresses issues like these on a broad level (see Minnesota 
Rules 4410.2300), specific issues may be addressed in greater detail during permitting and final design. 
For example, a condition may be included in applicant’s route permit requiring the applicant to work with 
the DNR to coordinate regarding permanent and temporary access roads and points in order to minimize 
impacts to wildlife and habitat.

3AD.  
Section 5.0 of the EIS discusses construction activities and mitigation that can be used to minimize 
construction related impacts. While the EIS addresses issues like these on a broad level (see Minnesota 
Rules 4410.2300), specific issues may be addressed in greater detail during permitting and final design. 

3Q.  
Additional detailed coordination will be necessary as part of the required DNR license to cross public 
waters.

3R.  
The Natural Heritage Information System (NHIS) data have been provided in a table format in Appendix 
F. The species of greatest conservation need and non-status species are listed in the table, however, under 
Minnesota Administrative Rules 4410.2300, discussion of every species is beyond the scope of the EIS. 
General mitigation is discussed for species in Section 7.7.2.

3S.  
Additional text on potential impacts to Species of Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN) Key Habitats has 
been added to Section 7.7 of the EIS. Field surveys to obtain more route specific wildlife data, including 
impacts to SGCN Key habitats would be completed once a route is permitted.

3T.  
Appendix F has been updated to show the appropriate “rare communities” table.

3U.  
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration.

3V.  
See paragraph 2 of Section 8.1.4.11.

3W.  
The Dakota County Farmland and Natural Areas Program (FNAP) allows Dakota County landowners to 
be paid for the development value of their land in exchange for a permanent conservation easement over 
the land. The easement prevents the land from being developed for any purpose apart from the intent 
of the easement. A route that would be adjacent to, but would not cross or encroach upon, lands in the 
Farmland Natural Areas Program would have no legal effect on such an easement. However, the easements 
hold that no utility poles or structures may be placed within the easement.  Therefore, if a structure was 
actually required within a BSWR or similar easement could be granted with the written consent of the 
grantee.

3X.  
Figure 4.3-1 depicts the structure types/pole design alternatives currently under consideration for the 
majority of the route. Alternate structure types that are under consideration for the Mississippi River 
crossing can be found in Section 8.4 of the EIS.
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FEIS ID #3

The issues raised by the commenter will be addressed in detail during the preparation of a Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) which is administered by the MPCA.

3AE.  
Section 5.0 of the EIS discusses construction activities and mitigation that can be used to minimize 
construction related impacts.

3AF.  
Mitigation measures to minimize the spread of invasive species are discussed in Section 7.7.1.2 of the EIS.

3AG.  
Thank you for the specific DNR contact information for details on the water crossing permit requirements 
and timing.
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4A
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4A. 
The applicant will file all required permits prior to construction. All airports near the proposed routes 
received notice of opportunities to comment. In addition notice was published in local newspapers. 

4B.  
See revised text in Section 7.11.1 of the EIS.

4C.  
See revised text in Section 8.1.4.11 of the EIS.

4D.  
See revised text in Section 7.11.1 of the EIS.

4E.  
See revised text in Section 7.11.1 of the EIS.

4F.  
See revised text in Section 7.11 of the EIS.

4G.  
A visual simulation was prepared by the applicant and submitted to the record. The simulation is 
available in Appendix N.

4H.  
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted 
to the OAH and Commission for consideration. However, as discussed in Section 8.1.4.3, 8.2.4.3, 
and 8.3.4.3 of the EIS, “pinch points” in the context of this EIS were considered to be areas in which 
“human settlement features are located on either side of the proposed route and avoiding impacts by 
modifying route alignment may not be possible”.  In the area identified by the Minnesota Department 
of Transportation (DOT), an alignment change would likely address the issue DOT raises.

4I.  
See revised text in Section 8.1.4.11 of the EIS.

4J.  
See revised text in Section 8.1.4.11 of the EIS.

4K.  
See revised text in Section 8.1.4.11 of the EIS.
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FEIS ID #4

4L.  
See revised text in Section 8.1.4.11 of the EIS.

See revised text in Section 8.2.4.11 of the EIS.

4N.  
See revised text in Section 8.2.4.11 of the EIS.

4O.  
Labels on maps throughout the EIS including maps 8.2-22 and 2.6-02 have been updated to reflect the 
correct route name.

4P.  
The maps in Section 8.2 have been updated to included route 2P-001 and 2P-002.

4Q.  
See revised text in Section 8.3.4.11 of the EIS.

4R.  
General construction mitigation requirements are provided in EIS Section 5.5, and 7.3.5.
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County Agency Comments





FEIS ID #5

5A

5A.  
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.
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6A.  
Your objection/preference of the specified route is noted.  The comment is part of the record in this matter 
by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the OAH and Commission for consideration.

FEIS ID #6

6A
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FEIS ID #7
7A. 
See Section 7.2 of the EIS.

7B. 
As is stated in Section 7.2 of the EIS, no definitive evidence exists to suggest that a transmission line has a 
demonstrable negative effect on property values and therefore, by extension, urban growth.

7A
7B
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8A.  
The need for this transmission line has been previously determined by the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission (Docket No. CN-06-1115).  Questions of need for this project cannot be addressed in this 
document, Minn. Stat.  216E.02, Subp. 2. 

8B.  
Section 7.5 of the EIS discusses potential economic impacts due to the Project. The comment does not 
provide specifics on why one route or another would cause different amounts of economic hardship.

8C.  
The need for this transmission line has been previously determined by the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission (Docket No. CN-06-1115).  Questions of need for this project cannot be addressed in this 
document, Minn. Stat.  216E.02, Subp. 2. 

FEIS ID #8

8C

8B

8A
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9A.  
The need for this transmission line has been previously determined by the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission (Docket No. CN-06-1115).  Questions of need for this project cannot be addressed in this 
document, Minn. Stat.  216E.02, Subp. 2.  

9B.  
There are many HVTLs ringing the Twin Cities and other metropolitan areas. There is no clear evidence 
that the presence of HVTLs has slowed residential or commercial development in these areas.

9C. 
The need for this transmission line has been previously determined by the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission (Docket No. CN-06-1115).  Questions of need for this project cannot be addressed in this 
document, Minn. Stat.  216E.02, Subp. 2. 

FEIS ID #9
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FEIS ID #10
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FEIS ID #10
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10A.  
It is true that the proposed transmission line structures will change the visual landscape in the areas it 
crosses.

10B.  
See Section 7.12 of the EIS.

10C.  
See Section 8.1.4.7 of the EIS.

10D. 
Section 8.1.4.12 of the EIS has been updated to include reference to the recreational trail and bridge over 
the Cannon River discussed in the Lake Byllesby Regional Park Master Plan.

10E. 
Route alternatives 1B-005 and 1P-009 run along Hwy 56 through Lake Byllesby Regional Park. However, 
the route permit does not designate a side of the road the line would be on, only a route. The conversion 
scenario is noted and is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to 
the OAH and Commission for consideration.

10F.  
The Applicant anticipates that a route will be established and a Minnesota Route Permit issued in the fall 
of 2011, while construction will begin in earnest in the third or fourth quarter of 2012. Therefore it is likely 
that dam improvement activities at Byllesby Dam will begin prior to final route selection for the Project.

10G.  
The Dakota County FNAP allows Dakota County landowners to be paid for the development value of 
their land in exchange for a permanent conservation easement over the land. The easement prevents the 
land from being developed for any purpose apart from the intent of the easement. A route that would be 
adjacent to, but would not cross or encroach upon, lands in the Farmland Natural Areas Program would 
have no legal effect on such an easement. However, the easements hold that no utility poles or structures 
may be placed within the easement, and no new utility easements may be granted across the Farmland and 
Natural Areas Program easement without the written consent of the grantee; in this case, Dakota County 
and the USDA. 

10H.  
The Minnesota Pollution Control Agency’s (PCA) database of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) 
and Master Entity System (MES) Locations were reviewed and the results are presented in Section 7.1.7 
and Appendices H, I, and J. These locations are also shown on Maps 8.1-21, 8.2-17, and 8.3-34.

FEIS ID #10
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10J.  
The comment is part of the record in this matter by its inclusion in the EIS, and will be submitted to the 
OAH and Commission for consideration.
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